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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1 1-14, and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being impatentable over 
Kojima (U.S. Pat. 5,694,1 16) in view of Sekine et al. (U.S. Pat. 5,963,148). 

Regarding claim 11: Kojima discloses driver condition-monitoring apparatus for 
automotive vehicles comprising detecting a critical vehicle condition by the control unit by 
evaluating the data of the sensors and the control units, generating a list of possible actions for 
the motor vehicle driver in response to the critical vehicle condition detected in the detecting 
step, and executing an action selected by the motor vehicle driver using the control unit (fig. 1, 
col. 5, lines 48-60). Kojima does not teach displaying the detected critical vehicle condition and 
the list of possible actions of the motor vehicle driver on a display unit of the input and output 
unit as claimed. However, Sekine et al. disclose road situation perceiving system which 
comprises generating the warning voice means 17 and display means 13 when the critical vehicle 
condition is detected (col. 3, lines 46-60). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in that art at the time the invention was made to utilize the teaching of Sekine et al. 
in the system of Kojima because they both teach a driver condition-monitoring system. It is seen 
that using the display irnit to display information as taught by Sekine et al, would be more 
reliable. 
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Regarding claim 12: All the claimed subject matter is already discussed in respect to 
claim 1 above except manually activating the method by the motor vehicle driver. However, 
using the on/off switch to activate the device is old and well known in the art. Therefore, it 
would be obvious to the skilled artisan to employ the conventional on/off switch in order to 
activate the device if desired. 

Regarding claims 13 and 14: Al 1 the claimed subject matter is already discussed in 
respect to claims 11 and 12 above. 

Regarding claim 18: All the claimed subject matter is already discussed in respect to 
claim 1 1 above. 

3. Claims 15 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kojima (U.S. Pat. 5,694,1 16) in view of Sekine et al. (U.S. Pat. 5,963,148) and further in view of 
Bergholz et al. (U.S. Pat. 6,151,539). 

Regarding claim 15: Kojima teaches wherein the control unit is connected to at 
least one other control unit of the motor vehicle by a bus as shown in figure 1 . Kojima and 
Sekine do not teach a CAN bus as claimed. However, the use of the CAN bus is old and known 
in the art as taught by Bergholz et al. (col. 7, lines 56-60). Therefore, it would have been obvious 
to the skilled artisan to utilize the CAN bus of Bergholz et al. in the system of the combination in 
order to assure reliable transmission of the volumes of data that are generated. 

Regarding claim 19: Refer to claim 15 above. 
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4. Claims 16, 17, 20, and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kojima in view of Sekine et al. and further in view of Moroto et al (U.S. Pat. 5,191,532). 

Regarding claim 16: Kojima and Sekine et al. do not disclose the display unit which 
includes a touch screen. However, Moroto et al. disclose a navigation apparatus comprising a 
touch panel 6 (figure 1, col. 3, lines 49-55). Therefore, it would have been obvious to the skilled 
artisan to use the touch panel of Moroto et al. in the system of the combination in order to 
provide more convenient to the motor vehicle driver. 

Regarding claim 17: Moroto et al. disclose the input device including at least one of a 
voice recognition irnit (col. 3, lines 55-56). 

Regarding claim 20: Refer to claim 16 above. 

Regarding claim 21: Refer to claim 17 above. 

Conclusion 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Phung T Nguyen whose telephone number is 571-272-2968. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:00am-5:30pm Mon thru. Friday, with aUemate Friday 
off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Daniel J. Wu can be reached on 571-272-2964. The fax numbers for the organization 
where this apphcation or proceeding is assigned are 703-872-9314 for regular communications 
and 703-308-9051 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 571-272-2600. 
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